METHOD
Participants. Seventy-six Japanese undergraduates (45 males, mean age = 19.6, SD = 3.9) at Nagoya University, Nagoya, and 97 Korean undergraduates (31 males, mean age = 21.8, SD = 3.3) at Korea University, Seoul, participated.
Materials. Two versions of questionnaire booklets were prepared. For each version, 56 personality trait terms were listed, and rated on different dimensions. One version included three items assessing the HN dimension (asking about the extent to which each trait reflects human nature, emerges early in life, and is common to all people) and an HU item (asking about the extent to which each trait is uniquely human), whereas the other version asked people to evaluate each trait on four dimensions (extent to which it is desirable, individualistic, relational, and collectivistic). Both versions asked people to evaluate each trait on four dimensions that are designed to tap the extent to which it is essentialized (ES), namely, how it is informative, inherent, immutable, and consistent across situations. A 7-point scale was used for each judgment. All materials were made cross-culturally equivalent by the back-translation procedure.
Procedure. The studies were conducted in classes for course requirements in each country. In both countries, participants were given verbal instructions, followed by plain language statements. They were randomly assigned either of the two versions, and debriefed after the studies.
RESULTS and DISCUSSION
In preliminary analyses, both HN and ES items were averaged to compute composite measures. These composites and other judgments were averaged for each trait within each culture to compute the level of HN, HU, ES, desirability, individualism, relationism, and collectivism for each trait. The following analyses were conducted using traits as units of analysis. The extent to which traits are individualistic, relational, collectivistic, and desirable were highly correlated between the two cultures, ranged from .862 to .935 (ps = .000). Although weaker than them, judgments of perceptions about HN, HU, and ES also showed cross-cultural consistencies, rs = .693, .631, .628, respectively, ps = .000. HN and HU were not correlated in either culture, and both Japanese and Koreans essentialized HN traits (rs = .581 &and .766, ps = .000) more than HU (rs = .027, ns & .416, p = .001). HU was essentialized in Korea only.
There were several cultural differences as well. Overall ratings on HU were significantly lower in Japan, t(85) = -4.756, p = .000, suggesting that Japanese tend not to see humans as very different from other animals. Likewise, only Koreans considered both HN and HU traits as desirable, rs = .546, .431, ps = .000.
This study found that Korean and Japanese conceptions of human beings were fairly similar across cultures. At the same time, however, subtle differences between the two East Asian cultures point to the need for further investigation of culture-specific forms of what it means to be human.
